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s give ruling on &
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s csse in point

sent his personal

. $1%0,00 by Marjorie

Beatrice Xipng, made payadble to Prairie Viev

College, ¥ith the notation on it for

maintarance and tuition for Mejoris King.'

. This check waa properly endorsed and said

\\\ “Msrioriq King paid 420,00 on her Jenuary
baerd snd deposited im Studsnt Account ia
“her.nsme §120,00, Three days aftervards she
rctu “to the Cashier and stated that her
no had vritten to return the Mlance of
3120 00, a3 it wvas not her purposs to let the
apount remsin hers on deposit,

"(a) 8he drevw & check for $120,00 and the
Cashier peaid over to her this amount, Early
the next morning during bdreakfast hour, she
slipped avay from school} and when her vhere-
abouts vere knovn, she ves in Los Angeles,
California,
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B - Bov Mr, August Roffwan has wvritten &
letter stating that the 2120.00 vhich the
young vomsan drev out of the college deposi-
tory vas his, and he has regussted prefund,
The college has no funds from vhich it can
uge to refund this amount, The point on
vhieh we desirs s ruling is vhether the
college, under the clroumatences, 1s liable
to M Hoffman for the amount of §$120.00.

Y truat that I have given sufficient facts
in the case for your office to give us a

uling as to the responsibility and reliz-
bility of Prairie Viev 8tate College in the

situation,”

Proa ths facts set out im your letter, it is
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our opinion that August Hoffmsan is not éntitled to & refund of the
$120.00 therein mentioned, :

We think that vhen s studeat enrclls ia the col-

lege and pays the amount required for maintenance and tuitionm,
the studsnt would be entitled to the Board snd eourses of in-
struction patd for, but neither the student vho paid the fees,
nor anyone else vho may have paid same for the student would be
entitled to 2 refund of the sum paid upon the student voluntari-
1y leaving ths school before the courses of inatruction paid for
vere finlshed unless the school wyrongfully refused to render the

services paid for,
(2) 800.
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Pyler Commercisl College v, Heaslip, 42 8.v,

Yo trust that the adove ansvers your question,

Yours very tmly
ATTORNREY GENERAL 0P TEXAS
EAT s

BY B. ¥, Mrice
Assistant

APPEQVEDMAY 6, 1943 T,

ATTOEREY GENERAL OF TEXAS



